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Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments
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You need to state in the materials and methods were the experiment was
carried out and where the seeds were obtained.

You need to state in details how the seeds were treated with the fungicides.
You need to place subtitles of each step in the materials and methods to
enhance clarity.

You need to bring out a concise experimental design for the experiment.
Bring out the factors of the experiment, treatment combinations, treatment
levels and number of plots.

You need to explain in detail in the manuscript how you collected each
parameter in the experiment and explain the how the parameters were
calculated.

The results presented in the tables are wrongly presented. You are suppose

d to bring out the main effect of each fungicide and the main effect of storage

container on each parameter evaluated. You are also to bring out the
interaction effect of both the fungicide and the storage container on each
parameter evaluated in the experiment.

Please, place the tables at appropriate sections in the results and discussion
segment.

Arrange the manuscript according to journal specifications.

Please, make compulsory grammatical corrections in the entire manuscript.

All corrections have been incorporated in the revised mnauscript
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